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affordability.  Transportation costs are the second-
largest budget item for most households, accounting 
for about 17 percent of annual income on average.  


In recent years, housing affordability has expanded 
to include the idea of ‘location affordability’.  This 
method takes into account household factors 
(e.g. household income, persons per household, 
commuters per household and median rent/
mortgage) as well as mobility factors (e.g. community 
walkability, median commute distance, access to 
public transportation, and access to employment). 
Simply put, those who live in location-efficient 
neighborhoods (e.g. more compact with convenient 
access to jobs, schools, shopping, and services) that 
are served by a range of viable mobility options 
(e.g. high quality public transportation, complete 
and connected bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and 
rideshare services) tend to have lower transportation 
costs.  


Furthermore, in such areas where alternative 
travel modes are practical and appealing options 
for everyday trips, households are more adaptable 
and resilient when faced with a change in income 
or ambulatory mobility; the additional demands 
of children in the home; or other challenges that 
accompany different life stages. 


When housing and transportation costs are 
considered together, consumers are able to make 
more informed decisions about where to live to fit 
their income and desired lifestyle.  As planners and 
policy makers strive to manage infrastructure costs, 
alleviate traffic congestion, and achieve equitable 
economic opportunity and prosperity within their 
jurisdiction, a comprehensive approach that includes 
coordinated land use, housing, and transportation 
investment strategies is needed. 


Two sources provide data for Shasta County: the 
‘Housing + Transportation Affordability Index’ (a 
product of the Center for Neighborhood Technology); 
and the ‘Location Affordability Portal’ (a collaborative 
project by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, U.S. Department of Transportation, and 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency).  


DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES
New to the RTP for 2015 is a closer look at social 
equity.  More specifically, whether all segments of 


the population – regardless of income, race, age, 
disability, or other distinguishing characteristic – enjoy 
fair access to basic needs, including but not limited to 
mobility.  


Historically, many California communities have 
inadvertently impeded or otherwise reinforced the 
geography of ‘haves’ and ‘have-nots’.  Although 
resource inequality is a systemic issue, opportunities 
do exist within the scope of the RTP and the purview 
of regional government to enable all citizens who 
actively choose to participate in society and work to 
raise their standard of living.  


An expanded awareness and understanding of the 
burdens and benefits associated with prospective 
transportation policies, programs, and investments 
aids in the evaluation of alternatives and supports 
informed decision making.  Actions range from ‘do 
no harm’ to targeted programs and investment 
strategies.
 
For the purposes of this RTP, ‘disadvantaged 
communities’ are defined as areas that, according 
to statistical data, have a markedly higher share of 
individuals challenged by the cumulative impact of:   
• Poverty and unemployment
• Lack of mobility options, including access to 


automobile, active transportation, and public 
transportation


• Housing and transportation cost burden
• Single parent households
• Young and elderly 
• Educational attainment 
• Linguistic isolation 
• Minority status


The predominant data for defining a low resource 
community was derived from the American 
Community Survey (ACS) five-year estimates for the 
years 2008 through 2012 and GIS data representing 
the non-motorized network and transit network for 
the region.  Each indicator was divided into to classes 
of data based on natural breaks in the data and then 
manually editing the break point to the nearest 
multiplier of five.  The indicators and break points are 
described below:
• Poverty - Census block groups where 45% or more 


of population lives at 200% or less of the federal 
poverty level based on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Unemployed - Census block groups where 20% or 
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more of the labor force is unemployed based on 
2012 5 year ACS data


• Minority - Census block groups where 20% or 
more of population is either Hispanic or not White 
based on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Single Parents - Census block groups where 20% 
or more of families are single parent families 
based on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Age (Elderly) - Census block groups where 10% or 
more of population is aged 75 or older based on 
2012 5 year ACS data


• Age (Young) - Census block groups where 20% or 
more of population is under age 18 based on 2012 
5 year ACS data


• Education Attainment - Census block groups 
where 15% or more of population aged 25 and 
older have less than a high school diploma based 
on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Linguistic Isolation - Census block groups where 
5% or more of households have no one over 14 
who speaks English only or speaks English very 
well based on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Limited Mobility (Vehicle Access) - Census block 
groups where 40% or more of housing units with 
0- 1 vehicles based on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Limited Mobility (Active Transportation) - Smaller 
block groups without bike and pedestrian facilities 
access


• Limited Mobility (Transit) - Smaller block groups 
without transit access


• Housing Cost Burden - Census block groups where 
20% or more of occupied housing units pay more 
than 50% of household income in housing costs 
based on 2012 5 year ACS data


• Median Household Income (MHI for California = 
$61,400 from 2012 5 year ACS data) - 80% or less 
than the statewide median household income 
(80% of $61,400 = $49,120)


Figure 7 -   
Disadvantaged  
Community 
Analysis
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Board of Trustees 
Constance Pepple 
Mike Wharton, Jr.  


Salvador J. Valdivia 
Ron Zufall  


James M. Schwerdt 
 
 


Superintendent 
Jim Cloney 


2200 Eureka Way, Suite B, Redding, California 96001     (530) 241-3261     Fax (530) 225-8499 


 


To: Whom it may concern 
 
Shasta Union High School District supports improving safer access for our students to 
our schools. Our District does and will allow access to the City of Redding to proceed 
with the West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvement plan that will provide 
safe access for our students.  
 
We are willing to cooperate with the City of Redding to improve the safe entry to our 
campuses. The need in this neighborhood for students and residents is of great 
importance. I look forward being of help for this great cause. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mike Borba  
District Maintenance Supervisor   
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From: Active Transportation Program
To: Grant, Sarah
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: ATP - Redding - West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements
Date: Thursday, June 9, 2016 4:46:13 PM



CAUTION EXTERNAL EMAIL: Do Not open links/attachments if uncertain about the sender....



Hello Sarah,



Baldeo Singh of the Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps (SRCC) has
responded that they are able to assist with the West Street Neighborhood School Safety
Improvements Project if it receives funding. Please include this email with your
application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. 



The Corps can assist with the following items:



1.      Clearing and Grubbing



2.      Planting Shade Trees



3.      General Landscape if any.



Additionally, feel free to email Baldeo (bsingh@saccorps.org) directly if your project
receives funding.



Best,
Dominique



On Tue, Jun 7, 2016 at 5:13 PM, Grant, Sarah <sgrant@ci.redding.ca.us> wrote:



Hello



Please let the City of Redding know if the CCC and/or certified community conservation corps  is
interested in participating in the following proposed complete street project.



 



Project Title



West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements



 



Project Description



The project proposes to fill in sidewalk gaps, construct enhanced crossings, curb extensions, bike
facilities such as sharrows, bike lanes or buffered bike lanes as appropriate on West Street, Magnolia,
11th Street, 10th Street, 9th Street and 8th Street on approaches to the West Street neighborhood
schools north of Eureka Way. Some shade trees proposed.



 



Project Schedule





mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


mailto:sgrant@ci.redding.ca.us


mailto:atp@ccc.ca.gov


mailto:bsingh@saccorps.org


mailto:sgrant@ci.redding.ca.us








Design: 2016-2019, if the City is approved for funding we will spend local resources to get to 100%
design



Construction Allocation: 2019-2020



Construction: estimated 2020 or 2021 season



 



Project Map – link to area map



 



Preliminary Plan & Maps



See attached concept plan



 



Thank you for your interest



 



 



Sarah Grant



Redding Area Bus Authority



City of Redding Public Works



530-245-7116



 



 



-- 
Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org





https://drive.google.com/open?id=1gvj4M6LsefC3OR2ss0tRx87NEX4&usp=sharing


tel:530-245-7116


tel:916.426.9170


mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org


http://www.caleec.com/
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June 10, 2016 
 
City of Redding  
Attn: Sarah Grant, Transportation Planner 
777 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA 96001 
 
Re:  Support for City of Redding Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant Applications 
 
Sarah: 


As  the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization  (MPO)  for  the Shasta Region, Shasta Regional 
Transportation Agency (SRTA) is responsible for developing the Regional Transportation Plan, including 
Sustainable Communities Strategy  (SCS).   The  region’s  long‐range vision and accompanying goals  for 
mobility,  safety, equity, public health,  and  greenhouse  gas  emission  reductions  cannot be  achieved 
without targeted active transportation projects.   
 
SRTA has  reviewed  the  following projects and  finds  them  to be wholly  consistent with  the adopted 
2015 RTP:  


 Bechelli Lane and Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements  


 Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements  


 West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements  
 
The  first  two projects  are  included  in  the  2015 RTP.    The West  Street Neighborhood  School  Safety 
Improvements project  is scheduled  for amendment  into the 2015 RTP  list of regional projects at the 
June 28, 2016, meeting of the SRTA Board of Directors.   
 
All  proposed  improvements  are  located  on  regionally‐significant mobility  corridors.    If  selected  for 
funding, they would provide enhanced access to key trip destinations,  including employment centers, 
community  services,  and  schools.    Furthermore,  the  neighborhoods  served  by  the  proposed 
improvements include a high concentration of disadvantaged individuals that are likely to be mobility 
limited.  
 
For these reasons, SRTA strongly recommends all three projects for ATP funding. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Daniel S. Little, AICP, Executive Director 
Shasta Regional Transportation Agency (MPO) 


1255 East Street, Suite 202 • Redding, CA 96001 • (530)262-6190 •   FAX (530)262-6189       
E-Mail srta@srta.ca.gov • HOME PAGE www.srta.ca.gov 


Daniel S. Little, Executive Director 
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To: Whom it may concern 
 
Shasta Union High School District supports improving safer access for our students to 
our schools. Our District does and will allow access to the City of Redding to proceed 
with the West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvement plan that will provide 
safe access for our students.  
 
We are willing to cooperate with the City of Redding to improve the safe entry to our 
campuses. The need in this neighborhood for students and residents is of great 
importance. I look forward being of help for this great cause. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mike Borba  
District Maintenance Supervisor   
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June 14, 2016 


 


Sarah Grant 


Redding Area Bus Authority 


City of Redding Public Works 


20055 Viking Way 


Redding, CA   96003 


 


 


Dear Sarah, 


 


I am delighted to be writing today on behalf of the Shasta Family YMCA in support of the City of 


Redding application to improve pedestrian and bikeway areas in the surrounding neighborhood 


through the Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements and West Street 


Neighborhood School Safety Improvements projects.  


As a community organization, the Y is committed to youth development, healthy living, and social 


responsibility. We encourage healthy behaviors and are thrilled that area residents will have 


improved safety through these projects as they walk and bike.  


The neighborhood in these proposals is our neighborhood. We are situated in a low-income, mixed-


use area, and many residents rely on walking and biking as a primary form of transportation. 


Additionally, the area has many schools, from early childhood through secondary education, and 


children and families frequently walk or bike after school to get home, go to the store, or come to 


the Y.  


Improvements to make pedestrian and bicycle transportation safer for recreation or necessity will 


benefit residents of all ages and incomes. It is for the above reasons that we whole-heartedly 


support the projects proposed by the City of Redding. 


Sincerely, 


 


 


 


 


Kristen Lyons   


Chief Executive Officer   


   











 


Phone 530.225.3745                   2660 Breslauer Way, Redding, CA 96001                    Fax 530.229.8460 
www.healthyshasta.org 


Anderson Partnership for 
Healthy Children 
 
City of Anderson 
 
City of Redding 
 
City of Shasta Lake 
 
County of Shasta  
 
First 5 Shasta  
 
Good News Rescue 
Mission 
 
Mercy Medical 
Center 
 
Redding Rancheria 
 
Redding School District 
 
Shasta College 
 
Shasta Community 
Health Center 
 
Shasta County Office of 
Education 
 
Shasta Regional 
Transportation Agency 
 
Shasta Family 
YMCA 
 
Shasta Head Start 
 
Simpson University 
 
The McConnell 
Foundation 
 
Turtle Bay Exploration 
Park 
 
University of California 
Cooperative Extension 
 
Viva Downtown 
 
Whiskeytown National  
Recreation Area 
 


June 6, 2016 
 
 
Caltrans District Office  
1657 Riverside Drive 
Redding, CA 96001 
 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Healthy Shasta partnership offers its enthusiastic support of the City of Redding’s effort to 
seek funding through the Active Transportation Program in order to add sidewalks, crosswalks, 
bicycle lanes, and measures to slow traffic in the neighborhood streets that connect to the area’s 
schools.  By making these proposed changes, the safety of children walking and bicycling to 
school will increase.  Healthy Shasta believes that if the streets and paths are safer, more 
children will walk and bike to school.  This aligns with the Healthy Shasta vision for a 
community where the healthy choice is the easy choice. 
  
Healthy Shasta is a local partnership of 21 organizations to promote increasing physical activity 
and healthy eating to prevent obesity and chronic disease in our community.  Our partners 
include local governments, tribes, educators, health care, and health promotion agencies.  
Healthy Shasta understands the importance of making it more accessible and safer for people to 
ride their bicycle and walk in the community in which they live.  Improvements to the 
neighborhoods surrounding the schools could increase safe, physical activity of students as well 
as school staff.  
 
Additionally, residents that live close to this project could also improve their lifestyle with 
increased physical activity.  Healthy Shasta recognizes the direct link between community 
viability and healthy, active lifestyles of a community’s residents.  We are proud of the fact that 
the City of Redding is an active and strong Healthy Shasta partner committed to helping people 
live active healthy lives. The City of Redding’s efforts to eliminate a safety risk for children and 
adults walking and bicycling to school in the West Street/Eureka Way area is admirable and 
Healthy Shasta is proud to support their efforts to improve the health of Redding residents. 
 
Sincerely 
 
 
Beth Woodworth, M.S. 
Healthy Shasta Coordinator 
 







 
 
June 14, 2016 
 
To:  City of Redding, Active Transportation Program Leaders. 
From:  Don Talkington, President – Shasta Wheelmen Bike Club 
 
 
Dear City of Redding Planners, 
 
I am writing on behalf of our 100-member bike club to actively support the three 
projects that you are seeking funding for: 
 


BECHELLI LANE & LOMA VISTA ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR 
IMPROVEMENTS 
 
TRINITY TO CONTINENTAL SEPARATED BIKEWAY & PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS 
 
WEST STREET NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOL SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 


 
All of these projects will go a long way for improving our community in very positive 
ways.  As active cyclists, every time we ride, we face challenges from unsafe streets and 
car/truck drivers.  Many in my club have had severe accidents from encounters with cars 
or trucks.  This is why we support improvements like these you are planning. 
 
The world is changing.  Our environmental consciousness is growing, and many of us 
just want to improve our health by riding a bike!  The snowball effect of cycling and 
other outdoor activities is one that lifts our community out of the pond into the river. 


We agree with the benefits and goals that you have stated so well: 


• Increasing active modes of transportation, such as biking and walking 
• Increasing the safety and mobility of non-motorized users 
• Reducing greenhouse gas emissions,  
• Enhancing public health, including reduction of childhood obesity 
• Ensuring that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the 


program 
• Benefiting many types of active transportation users. 


 
 
Don Talkington 
 
Don Talkington 
President – Shasta Wheelmen 







 


June   14,   2016 
 


To:  City   of   Redding,   Active   Transportation   Program   Leaders. 
From:  Carson   Blume,   Founding   Director   –   Ride   Redding 
 
To   whom   it   may   concern,  
 
My   name   is   Carson   Blume   I   am   a   lifelong   cyclist   and   Director   of   Ride   Redding   a   community 
cycling   culture   incubator.   We   are   writing   you   today   because   we   believe   The   City   of   Redding’s 
proposed   ATP   projects   including:  
 


● Bechelli   Lane   &   Loma   Vista   Active   Transportation   Corridor   Improvements 
● Trinity   to   Continental   Separated   Bikeway   &   Pedestrian   Improvements  
● West   Street   Neighborhood   School   Safety   Improvement 


 
We   know   these   projects   will   greatly   benefit   my   community   and   am   writing   to   express   our   full 
support.   We   have   worked   closely   with   the   City   for   a   few   years   now   and   feel   confident 
expressing   our   full   support   for   this   project. 
 
Currently,   our   community   is   having   a   conversation   about   the   cycle   of   homelessness.   For   a   large 
portion   of   people   that   are   homeless,   they   give   up   their   home   before   they   relinquish   their   vehicle. 
This   is   however   completely   understandable   given   Redding   transportation   options   but   the 
median   cost   to   own   and   operate   a   car   is   close   to   $10k/year.   The   fact   more   people   walk   to   work 
here   than   take   the   bus   or   ride   their   bikes,   at   first   might   seem   like   a   fabulous   statistic   (census 
data),   but   it   is   not   like   we   are   a   compact   city   like   Santa   Barbara   where   walking   to   work   is   a 
benefit   or   convenient   for   the   most   part.   The   reason   people   are   walking   to   work   for   the   most   part 
is   that   they   have   no   other   viable   option,   but   they   are   doing   it   without   any   facilities;   this   is 
dangerous   and   uninviting.   Though   both   are   improving   the   bus   service   is   dismal,   and   the   cycling 
infrastructure   is   lackluster   or   nonexistent,   expressly   where   it   is   needed   most,   in   the   poorer 
neighborhoods.   A   combination   of   good   public   transportation   and   cycling   infrastructure   will 
empower   people   not   to   slip   into   poverty   and   climb   out   of   homelessness   because   they   will   not   be 
required   to   spend   nearly   half   or   more   of   their   income   on   transportation. 
 
These   projects   will   help   achieve   that   goal   and   in   areas   that   particularly   need   it   the   most   and 
have   been   neglected   due   to   suburban   sprawl. 
 


Carson   Blume 
Founding   Director 
Ride   Redding 
5306802276 
carson.blume@rideredding.com 







Submitted On Name Email Address Zip Code Message Please check the projects you support


06/10/2016 0:38:47 Carson Blume carson.blume@rideredding.co 96001 LOVE IT!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 1:18:18 Austin Warkentin teknogeek1300@gmail.com 96002 Bechelli Needs this, badly. I commute every day, on a bike, and it's very dangerous.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 2:07:43 John Tucker john@tuckerdesign.org 96003 Please make this a reality.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 5:59:47 christie simms crikki1969@charter.net 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 6:09:21 Jenee Caulkins Lilrdhot@gmail.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 6:21:07 Andy Hougum Hougum@sbcglobal.net 96001 As a frequent cycle commuter I fully support these projects


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 6:43:00 Gena Prior Rngprior1@yahoo.com 96001 We need to get people out of cars and able to walk and bike safely in our community


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 6:50:57 Mary Davis mvdavis41@gmail.com 96007 I support these projects as I ride on these streets


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 6:53:56 Ron Prior Rngprior1@yahoo.com 96001 I support all multiuse  transportation routes as a driver/biker/walker.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 7:36:14 Lyla Boone Lyla.boone@ymail.com 96001 Thank you! I love to bike ride. I have stopped riding since a car almost hit and was almost pushed off my bike by a passing car!!!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 7:58:59 Heidi Marker Eventdesignbyheidi@gmail.co 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 9:43:40 Daryn Howland howland@nmrdesign.com 96002 I am completely in favor of improving bike and pedestrian transportation through the City.  I personally would benefit from the Bechelli Lane improveme


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 10:03:5 Kareem Speake kspeake@yahoo.com 96003 The recent tragedy in Kalamazoo underscores the need to create buffered spaces.....


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 10:14:0 Ted Couch ted.couch@gmail.com 96003 This project is sorely needed on Bechelli given the high density of cyclists, and pedestrians, and cars. It would make alternative forms of transportation Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements


06/10/2016 10:51:0 James Bennie Jamesbennie65@hotmail.com 96001


The city is in dire need of safer bike and pedestrian passageways to encourage and increase active transportation in our community.  This not only has
As a physician living, working and riding in our community it is quite clear that we would benefit greatly from these proposed projects to allow us to enh
Thank you for your consideration.
Jim Bennie, MD


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 10:54:5 Rob McQueen rjmcqueen722@gmail.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 11:38:0 Patricia Seaton pseaton@pacbell.net 96022


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 11:43:0 madison burnett madibee@rocketmail.com 96087


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 11:54:3 James DeSantis jamiede@frontier.com 96069
Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements


06/10/2016 12:07:5 Sandi Thompson Ole5310@gmail.com 96001 Looks great!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 12:18:1 Theodore Palfini tpalfini@yahoo.com 96001 a safe commute or travel on the bicycle or walking will greatly enhance these streets so the projects are very welcome and appreciated.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 12:26:5 Angie Rowe rowean@ymail.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 12:36:0 Jeremy Pagan Jeremy.pagan@gmail.com 96001 Redding's growing trail network and bike friendly pathways are a huge benefit to the community and are improving local economy and livability!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 12:51:4 andrew casey lovelivingit@gmail.com 96007 YAY bikes


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 12:54:4 Marc Romero marcromero@charter.net 96002 In general, vast improvements are needed on most Redding City streets to improve safety and encourage pedestrian and bicycle use.  I support these


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 13:31:3 Pablo Herrera icteria@hotmail.com 96001 I commute by bicycle to work regularly and feel much safer following similar City of Redding improvement projects on Hartnell Ave, E. Cypress Ave an


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 14:30:3 Wayne Wilson wayne.mo.wilson@gmail.com 96003
I have ridden my bicycle on Bechelli Lane and Loma Vista hundreds of times over the last 6 years, riding to and from home south of Enterprise High Sc
I have also ridden on Trinity and Continental streets at least several hundred times over the last 6 years on bicycle rides starting at Sundial Bridge, wh


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 14:53:0 Ian Cannar icannar@outlook.com 96003 Though I may not be around to enjoy this, I support the project and the future


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 14:55:2 Linda Cannar eyecannar@outlook.com 96003 Let's make pedestrians and cyclists safer.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements







06/10/2016 15:48:1 Mike Winter Mgwinter57@gmail.com 96003 Love the projects. I hope it happens.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 16:08:3 Tracey Cooper info@thebikeshopredding.com 96002


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 16:09:3 James Pallotta jpallotta1965@gmail.com 96002 I approve of all the projects.  If I had to pick just one, it would be the Bechelli/Loma vista project.  However, I would like to see Hartnell and Shasta view


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 17:01:4 Jim Elwood Bikefooljim@gmail.com 96001 The more pepole that bike & wake save the better for redding


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 19:04:2 Nancy Cope Brynancope@yahoo.com 96073 Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements


06/10/2016 19:25:0 Samantha OBrien Sobrien@eesd.net 96002 This is so needed! Thank you!! Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements


06/10/2016 19:54:4 Clarissa Loffmark cloffmark@gmail.com 96022 Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements


06/10/2016 20:21:2 Susan Stafft susanstafft@gmail.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 20:44:2 Tamara Iverson tamarafaxon@gmail.com 96003 Some remediation of the cycling issues is far better than doing nothing.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 21:16:1 Ann WRIGHT awright420@gmail.com 96002


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 21:30:4 David Schlegel daschlegel@gmail.com 96003 All of these proposals would be major improvements in promoting pedestrian and cyclist activity to and from the downtown area. I support that.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 21:35:5 Megan Alatorre Megan.alatorre@gmail.com 96002 Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements


06/10/2016 22:03:1 Sherry McElroy Sherry.mcelroy@outlook.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 22:34:1 Therese Mccoy Tmralston@yahoo.com 960874


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 22:39:5 Megan Dias Megbdias@yahoo.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/10/2016 22:50:1 Sue Lennon sulenon@gmail.com 96001 I am looking forward to these changes that will help bicyclists to be safe and motorists to be more aware of sharibg the road.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 4:40:28 Michelle Young Rea Michelle@ShastaMortgage.co 96094


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 5:47:48 Sandi McDaniel Smcdaniel0821@gmail.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 6:34:13 Deena Matagulay Dmatagulay@sbcglobal.net 96003


Making Redding a safe rideable community is important to my family. Another project we would like to see future planning efforts toward is improving  t


These other projects being proposed look like they will add great value to the community.


Thank you!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 7:14:55 Gino Orlando Gorlandodds@gmail.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 7:22:50 Lisa Ferguson Lisa.ferg67@gmail.com 96001 I am a daily bike commuter and would love to see these improvements made. My daily route includes both the West and Trinity Street projects. Yay bik


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 9:33:15 Loren Jones kihines4@gmail.com 96003 I support all modes of active transportation, especially biking. Improved bike access increases livability.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 9:41:03 Joanna Guillot joannaguillot22@gmail.com 96003 Our city needs every one of these proposed improvements!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 14:45:5 Eric Keefer keefere@gmail.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 15:58:5 Mary Blune maryablume.81@gmail.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 18:32:4 Jarid James jaridjames@ymail.com 96003 I bike ever day all around Redding. Its my only transportation. I must say there is not enough bike lanes around Redding.
Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/11/2016 20:22:2 Mark Bydalek hammerit54@gmail.com 96003 Awesome projects... very much needed


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 8:33:48 Jeneil Morretino Jeneil24@gmail.com 96001 Let's make some safer biking routes for students.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 8:36:51 Marie Rotondo halfminx@frontiernet.net 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 9:49:09 Alyssa Kerr alyssadkerr@gmail.com 96002 I am pleased to see Redding head in this direction. My daughter and I ride our bikes for both recreation and transportation. She is almost ten so safety


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements







06/12/2016 11:33:0 Yvonne Pierce Lhasagirls@sbcglobal.net 96002


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 12:40:3 George Harmon geharmon@pacbell.net 96002 It is a wonderful thing to make our city safe for bicycle riders like myself. The Loma Vista project will especially assist the school in getting it's students t


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 14:29:1 Mattie Bambauer mattielulu723@yahoo.com 96001 Redding has a lot of pedestrians ranging from transients to school children to people needing a breath of fresh air with their dogs. Then there are driver


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 20:45:4 John Burke jburke32@gmail.com 96001
I'm a road cyclist, and I use streets within all three of the proposed projects to complete rides within and outside the city limits. For example, I often acc
John


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/12/2016 21:48:3 Scott Garland Skgarlandhiker@gmail.com 96087


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 1:03:33 Pam Richardson dreams14307@yahoo.com 96003 This is a wonderful project.  We have children and adults that avoid riding due to the unsafe commutes they are faced with .  Drivers of autos are not c


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 1:18:06 Heidi Meyet Heidi1404@aol.com 96003
This is a must and glad it's being done.
If I can help I would love too!!!!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 3:20:19 Sydnie Endecott Sydnie.endecott@yahoo.com 96001 I wanna be able to go ride my bike around town without almost getting hit every time


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 6:35:49 Tracy Westphal tracy@ca-lawyer.com 96003 Let's do this!   Proactive and forward thinking.  Obesity rules right now and is costing us lives and money. Let's move!


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 7:32:49 Whitney Hancock whiteisland.whitney@gmail.co 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 7:35:53 Troy Voorhies voorhiest@yahoo.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 8:51:37 Ron Johnson acoustic101@charter.net 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 8:52:55 Judy Salter Judyesalter@gmail.com 96001 Happy to help


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 9:03:40 Mary Martin Qsmamo@frontiernet.net 96083 And tie in trail going east


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 9:24:29 Marion Sewell Marionsf2co@aol.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 10:24:5 Mimi Moseley mimimoseley7@gmail.com 96003 This is a beautiful and needful improvement. Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements


06/13/2016 11:06:5 Tracy Westphal tracy@ca-lawyer.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 11:12:5 Adam Pressman apressman@co.shasta.ca.us 96001
Hello -
As a resident of the City of Redding, and a person interested in safe bicycling routes to promote health and reduce traffic congestion, noise and pollutio


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 12:06:1 Bill Reuss breuss1@me.com 96001


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 12:07:2 Tim Mosher Tim00thymosh@gmail.com 96002


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 12:10:5 Debbie Hare Tripledhare@aol.com 96003 I am a cyclist that commutes part time. Any bike lane upgrade makes it safer for everyone. I also support those that want to walk safely to their destinat


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 13:10:5 Jessica Cretcher Cretcher.jessica15@gmail.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 13:13:0 Christopher Cretcher Chris.cretcher@gmail.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 16:14:0 Don Talkington Dontalkington@yahoo.com 96002 Please fund these bicycling improvement projects in Redding. As a cyclist having safe roads to ride is extremely important. Safe roads will save lives of


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 16:36:4 Tommy ZANOTELLI Tommyz115@yahoo.com 96003


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 18:07:0 Skip Canfield ccanfield60@yahoo.com 96019


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements


06/13/2016 20:23:3 Eileen Hall Eileen637@charter.net 96001
Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements


06/13/2016 22:03:0 Zowie Meissner zmeissner74@gmail.com 96001 We need better bike lanes. Lets not fall 15 years behind other progressive cities.


Bechelli Lane & Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements,
Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements, West
Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements







 
 
 
 
 
 
 
June  14, 2016 
 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
Friends of the Redding Trails  supports this grant proposal 100%.  Our 
organization’s goals coincide nicely with the grant recipient’s, which 
include promoting an increase in active modes of transportation, such 
as biking and walking, increased safety and mobility of non-motorized 
users, reducing greenhouse gas emissions and enhancing public health.  
This includes reduction of childhood obesity, and ensures that 
disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program. 
 
Please contact us if we can be of any assistance in describing our world 
class trail system and future plans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Linda Masterson 
Friends of the Redding Trails 
 
www.facebook.com/friendsofthereddingtrails/ 
 
 
 
  







athomas@shastalivingstreets.org | 530 355-2230 | shastalivingstreets.org 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
May 14, 2016 
 
Mr. Brian Crane 
City of Redding, Public Works Department 
PO Box 496071 
Redding, CA 96049-6071 
 
 
Re:  West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements 
 
 
Shasta Living Streets enthusiastically supports the West Street Neighborhood School Safety 
Improvements. 
 
Shasta Living Streets is a local organization dedicated to building better bikeways and trails, 
walkable cities and vibrant public places in Shasta County.  We believe when we couple 
superior facilities for active transportation and public space with our existing world-class 
recreational attractions – we will ensure our region excels as a place for families and 
businesses to thrive and as a destination for visitors.  
 
We believe making bicycling and walking safe, reliable and convenient for everyday 
transportation brings tremendous advantages – it allows families to be healthy and save money 
on transportation, makes more vibrant and connected communities, and supports our local 
businesses by helping them attract customers, retain talented staff and attract tourists.    
 
 
This is a transformational project that will make biking and walking to school a possibility for 
thousands of children in the area: 
 


Comprehensive complete streets facilities serving the residential 
neighborhoods with connector routes to the many schools in the area.  


 
This will bring breakthrough change to the daily lives of families and children, with a mix of 
facilities that will allow convenient and safe access for biking and walking from the residential 
neighborhoods to the many elementary and high schools in the area: fill in sidewalk gaps, 
construct enhanced crossings, curb extensions, rapid flashing beacons, street lighting, bike 
facilities such as buffered bike lanes, bike lanes and sharrows as appropriate on West Street, 
11th Street, 10th Street, 9th Street and 8th Street on approaches to the West Street 
neighborhood schools north of Eureka Way. A sidewalk gap on Magnolia south of Eureka Way 
will be completed with the project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Better bikeways, trails, walkable cities and vibrant public places 


 







athomas@shastalivingstreets.org | 530 355-2230 | shastalivingstreets.org 
 


Great need in our community 
 
Creating convenient and safe bicycle networks and walkable neighborhoods in our community is 
essential to help reverse alarming negative social indicators related to health and income in 
Shasta County – by creating an environment for individuals and families to live daily active lives 
and reduce transportation costs. 
 
Disadvantaged community.  Shasta county is considered a disadvantaged community by 
measures of income and unemployment, and high rates of negative health behaviors and 
outcomes:  A United Way study last year found that 30 percent of families made insufficient 
income to make ends meet. The most recent American Community Survey showed a median 
household income of $44,651, compared to $61,094 statewide.    
 
High rates of negative health outcomes.   The latest County Health study prepared by the 
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation showed Shasta County ranks a very low No. 50 among the 
state's 58 counties.  For health behaviors, Shasta ranked 56th of 57, including obesity rates 
higher than state average, and access to physical activity rates significantly lower than the state 
average. 
 


Thank you for improving the health and wellbeing of individuals, families and businesses in our 
region by ensuring this project receives support and funding.  For so many reasons, this is a 
transportation priority for family and individual health, local business strength and regional 
economy. 
 
We are very excited to see this innovative and truly transformative project moving forward and 
whole-heartedly offer our organization’s support. 
 
 


 
 
Anne Wallach Thomas  
Executive Director, Shasta Living Streets 
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Date:


67612


Item No. F, D 
or M Quantity Units Unit Cost Total


Item Cost % $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 97% $33,836 3% $1,164
2 1 LS $7,500.00 $7,500 97% $7,251 3% $249
3 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500 97% $2,417 3% $83
4 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 97% $4,834 3% $166


5 1 AC $7,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
6 857 CY $45.00 $38,565 100% $38,565
7 434 Ton $125.00 $54,250 100% $54,250
8 643 CY $65.00 $41,795 100% $41,795
9 36550 SY $3.75 $137,063 100% $137,063


10 1172 LF $22.00 $25,784 100% $25,784
11 4928 LF $30.00 $147,840 100% $147,840
12 45300 SF $10.00 $453,000 100% $453,000
13 51 EA $4,500.00 $229,500 100% $229,500
14 6189 SF $12.00 $74,268 100% $74,268
15 5248 SF $6.00 $31,488 100% $31,488
16 15789 LF $0.75 $11,842 100% $11,842
17 1142 LF $1.50 $1,713 100% $1,713
18 547 EA $7.00 $3,829 100% $3,829
19 1 LS $4,500.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
20 6 EA $15,000.00 $90,000 100% $90,000
21 1 LS $200,000.00 $200,000 100% $200,000
22 26719 SF $5.00 $133,595 100% $133,595
23 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
24 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
25 18 EA $6,500.00 $117,000 45% $52,650 55% $64,350
26 77 EA $650.00 $50,050 100% $50,050


35 F 49 EA $600.00 $29,400 100% $29,400
36 F 1 LS $45,000.00 $45,000 100% $45,000


$1,985,481 $1,919,469 $66,012
$95,973 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


15.00% $297,822 $287,920 $9,902
$2,283,303 $2,207,389 $75,914


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
$220,739 $7,591
$331,108 $11,387
$551,847 $18,979 25% 25% Max


$331,108 $11,387 15% 15% Max 


$882,956 $30,366


$2,538,498 $87,301
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$3,090,345 $106,280


Remove Traffic Stripe


Traffic Stripe (6" Thermoplastic)
Traffic Stripe (4" Thermoplastic)


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Remove Pavement Marking


Street Light (standard, luminaire, wire, etc)


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees (including root barrier)
Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 342,496$                                         
Total PE: 570,826$                                         


Construction Engineering (CE)


Total RW: -$                                                    


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:


Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 228,330$                                         


Adjust Utility Cover/Water Meter Box


Type of Project Cost Cost $


-$                                                    
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                    


$3,196,625


Total Project Delivery: $913,321


Construction Engineering (CE): 342,496$                                         


Total Construction Costs: $2,625,799


Total Project Cost:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/14/2016City of Redding


Asphalt Concrete


Micro-Surfacing (Type II)
Concrete Curb (6")


Aggregate Base


Remove Concrete


Concrete Curb Ramp
Driveway (Residential)


Sidewalk (4" PCC)


Pavement Marking (Thermoplastic)


Miscellaneous Storm Drain Improvements
Beacon (Rectangular Rapid Flashing), 2 pole
Signage
Pavement Marker


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Traffic Control


Clear and Grub
Excavation (Unclassified)


Item 


Curb & Gutter (6")


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


36  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 36’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 30’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these 
streetlights is calculated to be 30/(30+36) = 45%.   This split is as used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.


Project Description: West Street Neighborhood Schools Active Transportation Improvements
West Street between 7th and 11th Streets; portions of 8th Street, Magnolia Avenue, 9th Street, 10th Street, and 11th Street


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Corri Vanidver License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Implement SWPPP
Prepare SWPPP
Construction Area Signs


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)







6/15/2016 2 of 2


Date:


67612


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/14/2016City of Redding


    


Project Description: West Street Neighborhood Schools Active Transportation Improvements
West Street between 7th and 11th Streets; portions of 8th Street, Magnolia Avenue, 9th Street, 10th Street, and 11th Street


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Corri Vanidver License #:
Project Location:





		Engineer Est. & Project Cost











 
 
June 10, 2016 
 
City of Redding  
Attn: Sarah Grant, Transportation Planner 
777 Cypress Avenue 
Redding, CA 96001 
 
Re:  Support for City of Redding Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant Applications 
 
Sarah: 


As  the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization  (MPO)  for  the Shasta Region, Shasta Regional 
Transportation Agency (SRTA) is responsible for developing the Regional Transportation Plan, including 
Sustainable Communities Strategy  (SCS).   The  region’s  long‐range vision and accompanying goals  for 
mobility,  safety, equity, public health,  and  greenhouse  gas  emission  reductions  cannot be  achieved 
without targeted active transportation projects.   
 
SRTA has  reviewed  the  following projects and  finds  them  to be wholly  consistent with  the adopted 
2015 RTP:  


 Bechelli Lane and Loma Vista Active Transportation Corridor Improvements  


 Trinity to Continental Separated Bikeway & Pedestrian Improvements  


 West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements  
 
The  first  two projects  are  included  in  the  2015 RTP.    The West  Street Neighborhood  School  Safety 
Improvements project  is scheduled  for amendment  into the 2015 RTP  list of regional projects at the 
June 28, 2016, meeting of the SRTA Board of Directors.   
 
All  proposed  improvements  are  located  on  regionally‐significant mobility  corridors.    If  selected  for 
funding, they would provide enhanced access to key trip destinations,  including employment centers, 
community  services,  and  schools.    Furthermore,  the  neighborhoods  served  by  the  proposed 
improvements include a high concentration of disadvantaged individuals that are likely to be mobility 
limited.  
 
For these reasons, SRTA strongly recommends all three projects for ATP funding. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Daniel S. Little, AICP, Executive Director 
Shasta Regional Transportation Agency (MPO) 


1255 East Street, Suite 202 • Redding, CA 96001 • (530)262-6190 •   FAX (530)262-6189       
E-Mail srta@srta.ca.gov • HOME PAGE www.srta.ca.gov 


Daniel S. Little, Executive Director 
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For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 


Get Adobe Reader Now! 



http://www.adobe.com/go/reader








From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC
To: Grant, Sarah
Subject: FW: ATP - Redding - West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements
Date: Wednesday, June 8, 2016 3:06:21 PM



CAUTION EXTERNAL EMAIL: Do Not open links/attachments if uncertain about the sender....
Hi Sarah,
 
The CCC is not able to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your
application.
 
Thank you,
 
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps



1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
O (916)341-3153
M (916)508-1167
F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:



SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov



 



From: Grant, Sarah [mailto:sgrant@ci.redding.ca.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 5:13 PM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'
<inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Subject: ATP - Redding - West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements
 
Hello
Please let the City of Redding know if the CCC and/or certified community conservation corps  is interested in
participating in the following proposed complete street project.
 
Project Title
West Street Neighborhood School Safety Improvements
 
Project Description
The project proposes to fill in sidewalk gaps, construct enhanced crossings, curb extensions, bike facilities such as
sharrows, bike lanes or buffered bike lanes as appropriate on West Street, Magnolia, 11th Street, 10th Street, 9th
Street and 8th Street on approaches to the West Street neighborhood schools north of Eureka Way. Some shade
trees proposed.





mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov


mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV


mailto:sgrant@ci.redding.ca.us


mailto:melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


http://saveourwater.com/


http://saveourwater.com/


http://drought.ca.gov/


mailto:sgrant@ci.redding.ca.us


mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV


mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org








 
Project Schedule
Design: 2016-2019, if the City is approved for funding we will spend local resources to get to 100% design
Construction Allocation: 2019-2020
Construction: estimated 2020 or 2021 season
 
Project Map – link to area map
 
Preliminary Plan & Maps
See attached concept plan
 
Thank you for your interest
 
 
Sarah Grant
Redding Area Bus Authority
City of Redding Public Works
530-245-7116
 
 





https://drive.google.com/open?id=1gvj4M6LsefC3OR2ss0tRx87NEX4&usp=sharing
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Page  of 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
1.2
10/01/2015
Local Assistance (ATP)
ATP Application Form
Forms Management Unit
Caltrans
5/27/16
Redding
2-Redding-3
20/21
-
3
4
6
7
9
10
11
13
13
14
16
19
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
Yes
No
4
0
8
10
attached11
Yes
Active Transportation Program (ATP)
Infrastructure (I)
Adjacent project limits with minor overlapping scope or limits of work
attached15
Yes
Yes
attached16
No
attached17
No
attached18
No
attached19
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes
attached1
attached12
1
1
University Preparatory School
No
95
119
0
0
0
University Preparatory School
120
49
Yes
attached5
28
Yes
attached4
74
0
Yes
attached7
2
22
Yes
attached6
45
91
No
No
198
86
attached8
attached9
98
Yes
51
1
Yes
77
77
Yes
29
46
Yes
1
No
Yes
88
87
59
Yes
attached10
198
198
127
77
91
169
0
0
0
attached3
attached2
16
attached25
attached22
LOCATION MAP - WEST ST FULL EXTENT.pdf
attached11
attached20
attached13
attached24
attached23
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
West Street Area School Safety Improvements
2-Redding-3
	CurrentPage: 
	PageCount: 
	Proj_Name: 
	Proj_App_Num: 
	IndexPage: 
	Validate: 
	Button3: 
	Submit: 
	LockData: 
	Agency_App_Num: 
	attachNumber: 
	Select agency name. If your agency name is not in the list, please contact the ATP program to add your agency.: 
	Proj_Descr: 
	Proj_Loc: 
	CV_PE_Dollars: 
	CV_PA_ED_Dollars: 
	CV_ROW_Dollars: 
	CV_CON_Dollars: 
	CV_NI_Dollars: 
	CV_Plan_Dollars: 
	CV_PE_FY: 
	CV_PA_ED_FY: 
	CV_ROW_FY: 
	CV_CON_FY: 
	CV_NI_FY: 
	CV_Plan_FY: 
	CV_Total_Dollars: 
	CV_ATP_Dollars: 
	CV_Leverage_Dollars: 
	CV_Match_Dollars: 
	CV_Non_Part_Dollars: 
	CV_Future_Dollars: 
	Logo: 
	Default_Logo: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	PageNo: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.: 
	Flat: 
	Agency_Logo: 
	Imp_Agcy_Street: 
	Imp_Agcy_city: 
	Imp_Agcy_State: 
	Imp_Agcy_Zip: 
	Imp_Agcy_Contact: 
	Imp_Agcy_Contact_Title: 
	Imp_Agcy_Contact_Phone: 
	Imp_Agcy_Contact_Email: 
	txt_Agency_Logo: 
	Delete_Logo: 
	MA_Caltrans_Yes: 
	MA_Caltrans_No: 
	Enter Federal Caltrans Master Agreement Number: 
	Enter State Caltrans Master Agreement number: 
	Partner_Exists_Yes: 
	Partner_Exists_No: 
	Proj_Partner_Agcy: 
	Proj_Partner_Agcy_Contact: 
	Proj_Partner_Agcy_Title: 
	Proj_Partner_Agcy_Phone: 
	Proj_Partner_Agcy_Email: 
	attachFile: 
	ViewAttach: 
	AddAttach: 
	RemoveAttach: 
	attachName: 
	Application No: 
	wordcount: 
	Proj_Scope_Summary: 
	latitude (negative latitude=SOUTH): 
	longitude (negative longitude=WEST): 
	Congress_Dist_A: 
	Congress_Dist_B: 
	Congress_Dist_C: 
	Senate_Dist_A: 
	Senate_Dist_B: 
	Senate_Dist_C: 
	Assem_Dist_A: 
	Assem_Dist_B: 
	Assem_Dist_C: 
	CT_Dist: 
	CT_County: 
	Choose the Metropolitan Planning Organization from the drop down list: 
	Choose the Regional Transportation Planning Agency  from the drop down list: 
	Choose the Metropolitan Planning Organization Urbanized Areas Population  from the drop down list: 
	Past_Projects_Yes: 
	Past_Projects_No: 
	Previous_Awards: 
	Project_No: 
	ddl_Funding_Type: 
	Funding_Type: 
	Funded_Amt: 
	ddl_Project_Type: 
	Project_Type: 
	Type of Overlap or connection with past projects.  Select from the drop down list.: 
	Type_Overlap: 
	Choose the Project Type  from the drop down list: 
	Plan_Bicycle: 
	Plan_Ped: 
	Plan_SRTS: 
	Plan_Active_Trans: 
	Plan_Bicycle_Exists: 
	Plan_Ped_Exists: 
	Plan_SRTS_Exists: 
	Plan_Active_Trans_Exists: 
	ST_Bicycle_Applies: 
	ST_Bicycle_Pct: 
	ST_Ped_Applies: 
	Automatically calculated: 100% - Bicycle Transportation %: 
	ST_SRTS: 
	ST_Num_Schools: 
	SRTS_School_Name: 
	SRTS_School_Address: 
	SRTS_School_District: 
	SRTS_School_District_Address: 
	SRTS_School_Cnty_Dist_Code: 
	Select the school type from the drop down list.: 
	Enter the improvement length in miles. Total miles must be less than or equal to 2 miles.: 
	SRTS_School_Enrollment: 
	SRTS_School_Bike_Walk_Total: 
	SRTS_School_Students_Along_Rte: 
	SRTS_School_Future_Bike_Walk: 
	SRTS_School_Meal_Prog_Pct: 
	Delete Item: 
	proj_sub_type_Trails: 
	Trail_Fed_Funding_Yes: 
	Trail_Fed_Funding_No: 
	proj_cost_for_rec_trail_funding: 
	proj_cost_percent_for_transportation_use: 
	Bicycle_Improvements: 
	Pct_Gap: 
	New Bike Lanes Class 1 - Enter in linear feet: 
	New Bike Lanes Class 2 - Enter in linear feet: 
	New Bike Lanes Class 3 - Enter in linear feet: 
	New Bike Lanes Class 4 - Enter in linear feet: 
	Bike_Boxes: 
	Timing_Imp: 
	USI_RRFB: 
	Bike_USI_Surf_Imp: 
	USI_Bike_MBC_RRFB: 
	Bike_MBC_Surf_Imp: 
	USI_Bike_Intersection: 
	Bike_Segments: 
	Bike_New_Station: 
	Bike_New_Bikes: 
	Bike_New_Racks: 
	Bike_New_Lockers: 
	Bike_Other_Imp_1: 
	Bike_Other_Imp_1_Qty: 
	Bike_Other_Imp_2: 
	Bike_Other_Imp_2_Qty: 
	Pedestrian_Improvements: 
	Ped_New_Sidewalk: 
	Ped_New_Sidewalk2: 
	Ped_Widen_Sidewalk: 
	Ped_Rebuild_Sidewalk: 
	Ped_New_Barrier: 
	Ped_New_ADA_Ramp: 
	Ped_Rebuild_ADA_Ramp: 
	Ped_SI_New_Crosswalk: 
	Ped_SI_Imp_Crosswalk: 
	Ped_SI_Ped_Heads: 
	Ped_SI_Shorten_Crossing: 
	Ped_SI_Timing: 
	Ped_USI_New_Signal: 
	Ped_USI_Roundabout: 
	Ped_USI_RRFB: 
	Ped_USI_Surf_Imp: 
	Ped_USI_Shorten_Crossing: 
	Ped_MCB_New_RRFB: 
	Ped_MCB_Surf_Imp: 
	Ped_Intersection: 
	Ped_Segments: 
	Ped_Benches: 
	Ped_Trash_Cans: 
	Ped_Shade_Trees: 
	Ped_Type: 
	Ped_Other_Imp_1: 
	Ped_Other_Imp_1_Qty: 
	Ped_Other_Imp_2: 
	Ped_Other_Imp_2_Qty: 
	Multi_Use_Trail_Improvements: 
	MUT_New_Class1: 
	MUT_New_Class1_2: 
	MUT_Class1_Widen: 
	MUT_New_Other: 
	MUT_Other_Widen: 
	Trail_Other_Imp_1: 
	Trail_Other_Imp_1_Qty: 
	Trail_Other_Imp_2: 
	Trail_Other_Imp_2_Qty: 
	VRTC_Improvements: 
	Veh_Remove_Lane: 
	Veh_Remove_Pocket: 
	Veh_Feedback: 
	Veh_SI_Timing: 
	Veh_SI_Roundabout: 
	Veh_USI_New_Signal: 
	Veh_USI_Roundabout: 
	Veh_Other_Imp_1: 
	Veh_Other_Imp_1_Qty: 
	Veh_Other_Imp_2: 
	Veh_Other_Imp_2_Qty: 
	RW_100_Pct: 
	RW_Private_Ease: 
	RW_Gov_Ease: 
	Index_Place_Holder: 
	PA_ED_ATP_Funds_Yes: 
	PA_ED_ATP_Funds_No: 
	PA_ED_Alloc_Date: 
	PA_ED_Proceed: 
	PA_ED_Start_Date: 
	PA_ED_Approval_Mos: 
	PA_ED_End_Date: 
	PSE_ATP_Funds_Yes: 
	PSE_ATP_Funds_No: 
	PSE_Alloc_Date: 
	PSE_Proceed: 
	PSE_Start_Date: 
	PSE_Approval_Mos: 
	PSE_End_Date: 
	RW_ATP_Funds_Yes: 
	RW_ATP_Funds_No: 
	RW_Alloc_Date: 
	RW_Proceed: 
	RW_Start_Date: 
	RW_Approval_Mos: 
	RW_End_Date: 
	Const_ATP_Funds_Yes: 
	Const_ATP_Funds_No: 
	Const_Alloc_Date: 
	Const_Proceed: 
	Const_Start_Date: 
	Const_Approval_Mos: 
	Const_End_Date: 
	NI_Con_ATP_Funds_Yes: 
	NI_Con_ATP_Funds_No: 
	NI_Con_Alloc_Date: 
	NI_Con_Proceed: 
	NI_Con_Start_Date: 
	NI_Con_Approval_Mos: 
	NI_Con_End_Date: 
	Exp_BC_Date: 
	Exp_AC_Date: 
	EAD_Proj_Costs: 
	EAD_Tot_ATP_Funding: 
	EAD_ATP_Alloc_Yr: 
	EAD_Tot_Non_ATP_Funding: 
	EAD_Non_Part_Funding: 
	EAD_Prior_ATP_Funding: 
	EAD_Leverage_Funding: 
	EAD_Match_Funding: 
	EAD_Future_Funding: 
	PSE_Proj_Costs: 
	PSE_Tot_ATP_Funding: 
	PSE_ATP_Alloc_Yr: 
	PSE_Tot_Non_ATP_Funding: 
	PSE_Non_Part_Funding: 
	PSE_Prior_ATP_Funding: 
	PSE_Leverage_Funding: 
	PSE__Match_Funding: 
	PSE__Future_Funding: 
	RW_Proj_Costs: 
	RW_Tot_ATP_Funding: 
	RW_ATP_Alloc_Yr: 
	RW_Tot_Non_ATP_Funding: 
	RW_Non_Part_Funding: 
	RW_Prior_ATP_Funding: 
	RW_Leverage_Funding: 
	RW_Match_Funding: 
	RW_Future_Funding: 
	CON_Proj_Costs: 
	CON_Tot_ATP_Funding: 
	CON_ATP_Alloc_Yr: 
	CON_Tot_Non_ATP_Funding: 
	CON_Non_Part_Funding: 
	CON_Prior_ATP_Funding: 
	CON_Leverage_Funding: 
	CON_Match_Funding: 
	CON_Future_Funding: 
	NI_CON_Proj_Costs: 
	NI_CON_Tot_ATP_Funding: 
	NI_CON_ATP_Alloc_Yr: 
	NI_CON_Tot_Non_ATP_Funding: 
	NI_CON_Non_Part_Funding: 
	NI_CON_Prior_ATP_Funding: 
	NI_CON_Leverage_Funding: 
	NI_CON_Match_Funding: 
	NI_Future_Funding: 
	Total_Proj_Costs: 
	Total_Tot_ATP_Funding: 
	Total_ATP_Alloc_Yr: 
	Total_Tot_Non_ATP_Funding: 
	Total_Non_Part_Funding: 
	Total_Prior_ATP_Funding: 
	Total_Leverage_Funding: 
	Total_Match_Funding: 
	Total_Future_Funding: 
	Warrant_State_Funds_Yes: 
	Warrant_State_Funds_No: 
	Warrant_State_Funds_Expl: 
	PPR_Date: 
	PPR_Route: 
	PPR_EA: 
	PPR_Proj_ID: 
	PPR_PPNO: 
	PA_ED_Prior: 
	PA_ED_16_17: 
	PA_ED_17_18: 
	PA_ED_18_19: 
	PA_ED_19_20: 
	PA_ED_20_21: 
	PA_ED_21_22: 
	PA_ED_Total: 
	PS_E_Prior: 
	PS_E_16_17: 
	PS_E_17_18: 
	PS_E_18_19: 
	PS_E_19_20: 
	PS_E_20_21: 
	PS_E_21_22: 
	PS_E_Total: 
	RW_Prior: 
	RW_16_17: 
	RW_17_18: 
	RW_18_19: 
	RW_19_20: 
	RW_20_21: 
	RW_21_22: 
	RW_Total: 
	CON_Prior: 
	CON_16_17: 
	CON_17_18: 
	CON_18_19: 
	CON_19_20: 
	CON_20_21: 
	CON_21_22: 
	CON_Total: 
	Total_Prior: 
	Total_16_17: 
	Total_17_18: 
	Total_18_19: 
	Total_19_20: 
	Total_20_21: 
	Total_21_22: 
	Total_Total: 
	Notes: 
	Note_Error: 
	Program_Code: 
	Funding_Agency: 
	Fund2: 
	Fund3: 
	Fund4: 
	Fund5: 
	Fund6: 
	Fund7: 
	Yes: 
	SCRN_Prior_Fund_No: 
	SCRN_Prior_Fund_Expl: 
	Yes: 
	SCRN_Rel_Proj_No: 
	SCRN_Rel_Proj_Expl: 
	SCRN_Adj_Prop_Yes: 
	SCRN_Adj_Prop_No: 
	SCRN_Adj_Prop_Expl: 
	SCRN_65080_Yes: 
	SCRN_65080_No: 
	SCRN_RT_Plan_Expl: 
	txt_Q1_A: 
	txt_Does_Not_Apply: 
	Option: 
	MHI_CENSUS_ID: 
	MHI_Population: 
	MHI_Income: 
	addSubFormBelow: 
	Lowest_MHI: 
	MHI: 
	CES_Census_ID: 
	CES_Population: 
	CES_Score: 
	Lowest_CES_Score: 
	FRPM_School: 
	FRPM_Enrollment: 
	FRPM_Pct: 
	Highest_Pct: 
	FRPM: 
	txt_FRTL: 
	FRTL_Yes: 
	FRTL_No: 
	Disadv_Assessment: 
	RTP_Reference: 
	Benefits: 
	Disadv_Access_Expl: 
	Disadv_Comm_Support: 
	DropDownList1: 
	Current_Ped: 
	Current_Bic: 
	Current_Date_Count: 
	Current_NA: 
	Projected_Ped: 
	Projected_Bic: 
	Projected_Date_Count: 
	Projected_NA: 
	SCRN_School_Name: 
	SCRN_School_Enrollment: 
	SCRN_School_Students_Along_Rte: 
	SCRN_School_Bike_Walk_Total: 
	SCRN_School_Future_Bike_Walk: 
	SCRN_Net_Change: 
	SRTS_School_Enrollment_Total: 
	SRTS_School_Students_Along_Rte_Total: 
	Cell4: 
	Cell5: 
	Cell6: 
	SCRN_Ped_Cnt_Method: 
	SCRN_Student_Cnt_Method: 
	Gap_Yes: 
	Gap_No: 
	No_Of_Gaps: 
	Gap_Length: 
	Gap_Link: 
	SCRN_New_Rte_Yes: 
	SCRN_New_Rte_No: 
	SCRN_New_Rte_Existing: 
	SCRN_New_Rte_Links: 
	SCRN_Barrier_Yes: 
	SCRN_Barrier_No: 
	SCRN_Barrier_Type: 
	Other_Barrier_Expl: 
	Barrier_Existing: 
	Barrier_Links: 
	SCRN_Rte_Imp_Yes: 
	SCRN_Rte_Imp_No: 
	SCRN_Rte_Imp_Expl: 
	SCRN_Rte_Imp_Link: 
	Bic_Walk_Plan_Yes: 
	Bic_Walk_Plan_No: 
	Bic_Walk_Plan_Link: 
	Bic_Walk_Plan_Implement: 
	Bic_Walk_Plan_Steps: 
	SCRN_Exist_Use_Yes: 
	SCRN_Exist_Use_No: 
	SCRN_Exist_Use_Expl: 
	Ped_Fatal: 
	Bike_Fatal: 
	Total_Fatal: 
	Ped_Inj: 
	Bike_Inj: 
	Total_Inj: 
	Ped_Total: 
	Bike_Total: 
	Both_Total: 
	Crash_Rates: 
	Accident_Data: 
	Addl_Crash_Data: 
	Reduce_Traffic_Yes: 
	Reduce_Traffic_No: 
	Cur_Speed_Vol: 
	Fut_Speed_Vol: 
	Improve_Vis_Yes: 
	Improve_Vis_No: 
	Cur_Vis: 
	Fut_Vis: 
	Conflict_Yes: 
	Conflict_No: 
	Cur_Conflict: 
	Fut_Conflict: 
	Compliance_Yes: 
	Compliance_No: 
	Cur_Law: 
	Other_Law_Expl: 
	Compliance: 
	MTR_Control_Yes: 
	MTR_Control_No: 
	Cur_MTR_Control: 
	Fut_MTR_Control_Desc: 
	Non_MTR_Control_Yes: 
	Non_MTR_Control_No: 
	Non_MTR_Control: 
	Fut_Non_MTR_Control_Desc: 
	Fut_Non_MTR_Control: 
	Behaviors_Yes: 
	Behaviors_No: 
	Cur_Behaviors: 
	Behaviors: 
	Plan_Hazards: 
	Non_Infrastructure_Hazards: 
	Process: 
	How: 
	Feedback: 
	Cont_SH_Engage: 
	User_Health: 
	Enhance_Health: 
	BC_Expl: 
	PA_ED_Del_Cost_Lvg_Type: 
	PSE_Del_Cost_Lvg_Type: 
	PSE_Del_Cost_Match_Type: 
	RW_Del_Cost_Lvg_Type: 
	RW_Del_Cost_Match_Type: 
	Const_Del_Cost_Lvg_Type: 
	Const_Del_Cost_Match_Type: 
	NI_Con_Del_Cost_Lvg_Type: 
	NI_Con_Del_Cost_Match_type: 
	Pct_Tot_Proj_Cost_Lvg: 
	Pct_Tot_Proj_Cost_Match: 
	Points_Leverage_Funding: 
	Lvg_Fund_Expl: 
	Not_Coord: 
	No_Partner: 
	CCC_Intent_a: 
	Use_CCC_List: 
	CCC_Intent_b: 
	CCC_Intent_c: 
	ComCC_No_Response: 
	CCC_No_Response: 
	Tribal_Corps_No_Response: 
	CCC_Intent_Value: 



